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PER CURI AM

Joseph Dom nick Urato pled guilty pursuant to a pl ea agreenent
to: Count 1, a January 16, 1998, arnmed bank robbery; Count 3, a
Decenber 17, 1997, arned bank robbery; and Count 4, using and
carrying a firearmduring a crinme of violence in the Decenber 17
robbery. Urato was sentenced to seventy-eight nonths of inpris-
onnment as to Counts 1 and 3; he received sixty nonths on Count 4,
to run consecutively to the seventy-eight nonths for a total of 138
nont hs of i nprisonnent.

Urato’s counsel has filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. Cali -

fornia, 386 U S. 738 (1967), challenging the validity of Uato' s
guilty plea and the application of a five-level increase under the

U.S. Sentencing Guidelines Manual (“USSG') 8§ 2B3.1(b)(2) (1998),

but asserting that there are no neritorious issues for appeal
Al t hough advi sed of his right to do so and granted an extension of
time, Urato has not filed a pro se supplenental brief.

W have exam ned the entire record in this case in accordance
wi th the requirenents of Anders, and find no neritorious issues for
appeal. We therefore affirmUrato’ s convictions and sentence. The
court requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of his
right to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for fur-
ther review |If the client requests that a petition be filed, but
counsel believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then

counsel nmay again nove in this court for leave to withdraw from



representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof
was served on the client. W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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